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REMARKS / ARGUMENTS 

rloimc 1-7 are currently paneling in Lhis appl 1 c.:.t:ion . 
Claims 4-7 havo been allowed. Withdrawn cl^^Jmr: 8-19 hovo been 
c^Hiceled. In view oi: the ^^bove ainendnientj> and remarks t.h<:^t 
follow. Applicant respectfully request.. roconsidecat ion, 
reexamination, and an early inaicaulon oi allowance of claims 1- 

Claims 1-2 are reioci:ed under 3S U-S.C. 103 (c*) as being 
uapatenL.tble over Silberfeiiia (U.S. Patenl; No. 5,2^3,594) in 
view o£ Koi^d^ya {U.S. Patent No. 6,510.208). Applicant: 
rcspectiiul l.y traverser; thi^^ rej-^ction. 

The l^xaminer oontond:^ that Silberfenig disclo^^^s all oi the 
limitations in claims 1 and 2 ox.cept that Silberfeni.i does not 
disclose "a method of file header geno;;ation for generating 
headc^rjr for recor;ded speech filo^> and the uplink signal c^arrylnq 
a rirst c:pe<.ch frame transmitted by the mobile set to a .^^cond 
device during a voice conversation" and " th« downlink signal 
carrying a second speech fir a me received by the mobile set from 
the second device during the voice conversation." (Orticc 
action, section 3, par. 5). The Exan;iner reli^^ on the 
disclo^^ure in Komiya o£ a tciephoTic:= apparc:.tu:^ with a memury for 
recording compressed voicG i:i<-:sago^i to make up Tor the 
dt:;f:icicncy in Silber f enig . 

Applicant submit::^ that tht: combination of Silbereenig and 
Komiya is not proper because a pernor, of ^kili in the art would 
have had no motivation or. suggestion to make J^uch 
con^Dinati.on. The Examiner reliec^ on i^'TG . 3 and the di^^closure 
in column line to colunni 6, lino 20 of Korniya to contend 
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L.hr^l. it te-ochoc "a methoo of f.AlCi header fjcncration for 
goncrating headers Tor recorded i^pccch l:j..le£:" and che liini tttti on 
ot "l;ho uplink signal] carrying c^ iir:Gt speech frame . , . and 
the downlink sigmtl carrying a second r.peech frame . . . " <as 
rc^c ited in claimc i and /or 2. 

In tho cection relied on by the Examiner, Koniiya cpauhew 
that aiJdio datci 3w compressed in!:.o packet: and thcxt ^■cK^:■}^ pv^jckftt: 
is divided iniio frajnOL^ with e-ach fr«ine beiria i den Li Hied by ei 
packet ID. Tho audio data that ia compresst^d cind identified by 
the packet ID i.ri Komi y a is digital, audio dat<:i. The ciudio 6r>t^ 
being r ec o r cled i l^ S i 1 be r f eni g , iioweve r . i^- a nalog a ud i o s i. g u air:. 
The analog ttudU) fiignals in Gilberfenig are !r;tored in /n-) nnolog 
menior'y cliip. ThuM tho l;j;ameD cuid piickt^t d j,:-;clo5:#^cl in PCoir-iya 

are not .applicable to «T:^log .:iudio signals di:^50loned in 
Si ■.Iborfenig. 

Tn tact, S-iXberfenig L oache;^. ^w ay trom tho use of any 
rl i cj i t a 1 a u d i o da t a : 

"While prior cirt memory d^;vict):=! u-so digital 
cechriology , the; prosent invention prefi=^rably uses 
an analog memory chip 2 8. An c\nalog memory chix^ 
28 is preferred beOcJui^e using a cystcm that is 
entirely analog does not. i:egui.':e the analog to 
digital and digital to an^ilog convtfrter;> required 
by a digital memory chip 28. The memory chip 28 
oi; this comJDination 10 therefore also door; not 
require a centra. I processing unit ("CPU") chip. 
This i^aving.^ in space in critical in cellular 
telephones bocaurje r.he market demands extremely 
i?mall and 1 ightvjcigh t cellular t elephoncis . " (Col. 
-a, linew 4 6-51) . 
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Even if, arcfV'OTido, the coinbinat: ion of Siiber fenitj ^:ind, ^ 
Komiya were proper, Applior^nt: sulinnits thai r.uch a combiiia Lion 
still fail:^ to tecjch or i3u<jgf-st all of the limitationc ol clraims 
I and 2 . 

Cl^iiin 1 recites "cir. upl ink /down 1 i ak switch Tor we Joe ting 
f^ipeech framcc Eroin either an uplink or a downlink :sicfnal." The 
Examiner contends that Silberf^iMg disclos^er; thlf^ limitation in 
fiyure?: 1 an6 2, and coIutt^i 3, 1 int^^s 22-42. However, noitht:r 
tho record switch nor the mute :i;w:l.tch disclosed in this portion 
o£ Silberfonig ifire for ''selecting spi-^:;ch frames." Instead, the; 
record switch contTOli=; the circuit between ch«? disclosed luemory 
chip cind th.- microphone so th<:it "iwjhfin cx r-ecord button 30 inoves 
tho record f3witc'h 32 from a non-recording position to a 
recording position, the circuit between tho roicrophont:! 13 and 
the memory chip 28 11^ completed and iiiovind:;; detected by the 
in,i crophone 13, such ql; at l*^c*i>i. one verbal note made by a us.i^r 
5, tiro recorded on the memory chip 2^ . " (Cob. 4, line?: 57-6?.). 
With regisrds to the mute switch, tho mute switch either; enc)aqo:.n 
or disengages the microphone to a triur.r,nrit tor /receiver babied on 
the oporotion of a mute button so l:.hat when the microphone is 
disengaged, the user o.-^n record verbal notOG on the nu^imory chip 
without transmittiny it to ci recipient through tho 
transmitter/roceiver. (Co. 6, line^ 3 14), Accordingly, 

Applicant LSubmitr^ thr:it clr^im 1 ic In condition for allowance, 

Claiin 2 recite?: "controlling a procosGor to identify speech 
containing time fra me tr> from at lecist one uplink rind at least: one 
downlink i^.lejnal," (Empha.=;is odded) . There is no indication 
that the ^^udio signal. s that are recorded in the devicerr; 
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d.U-^closcd in Si Iberf cnifi? ancl Koni,i.yr:i are "speech contri .i n i nc! time 
frcimoc" as is required by clwim 2. 

Cltiim 2 also t'Gcitf^s:; "recor-ding the speech containing time 
frcune.s from ^fiid uplini: a_nd :^aid dovml.ink s-.igncn.-^ ouch thisU e<:ich 
t ime framo in recorded yequeiitiaily wi l:h ci time stamp tor eacli 
time .r.rctme.'' Thif; 1 imi l.ti t ion ic also not l-.aucrht or e.aggested by 
&i t hfrir. G i. 1 ber f on i g or K<:^m i y ci . 

Tn Tjilbortenig , orily verbal note.':! generated by u^ei', of 
Lhe recording phone are jstored. Silb^^rfenig }:ailE: to te^jch or 
suggest "recording thw Cipeech . . . from r:K:;id dow nlink si< ;jnj^U;" 
where the "downlink si^neU" Ccurrit^r-; "a r?ccond speech frame 
received by thf^ mobile r.et from the second devioo dut-'lng the 
voice converse! t.i on" cici is recited in claim 2. In tciCt>. 

.Silboffonig teacher a^'ixy from a device^ theit records riuch 
" c-j o w !-i 1 i nk ;5 i Q r i a 1 £3 ; " 

"The memory chip '2B i:^ yref drably not operw t .1 vely 
connected lo the tri^nsmi ttei: /recoivor 20, cis .i rj 
the prior art. By not connectir-:g the- memory chip 
2 8 t o the t r a n s in i 1. 1 e r / r c c g i v e r: 20, I:, h i s 
combination 10 allows the user 5 to record biy or 
h(c(r own at least one verbal note?, without 
inadvertently recording the other user 5. GLnce 
privacy is a big concern in today's ;:;ociety and 
the unciuthorised recordiacj oZ d conversation is 
illegal, this fec^ture is an import£U3t element of: 
this invention," (Col. 5, linc^i 13-21). 

Conversely, in Komiy^?i, only mcssayef; inconiincj to the 
recording phone arc stored. That is, Komiya dot^s not teach or 
'oTigqest "recording the i^peech . . . from said uplink . 
signrn:) .S:^" where the "uplink Fjignal " carriei^ "r^ Pirst :i^pOOCh franie 
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trciri<iio.i tr-.ed by Che mobile sot to c\ s«:;cond device during i:i voice 
(,: oi ) versa t ion . " ^ dcv J. ce i n K oni i. y a .1 ;3 imp 1 y an <:i iiswcr i ag 

machine in tt^Q rated iiitio tht^ eel lui^^i.r phone v;h.ich allows a caller 
to leave a messcUje when the calico is uricible f.o iur?>wQy: the c^ll. 
ThuE, Appliccirit siubmitfiJ I'-hat claim 2 if^ cilso In condition for 
allowance- - 

Claim Lr. rojecr.ed unde-- 3':> U-S.C. 103(a} ac beiny 

vAnpatentcible over Silbf-rlenig in view ol Komiya ;=;i.nd furth<:;r in 
vit-^- oi: Fox eit al, (U.S. PaUGnt NO. 6.06/1,792)- Applicant 
s:ubmil.s i;hat: claim 3 is also in condJ t.ion for aliowancf> because 
it depends on an allowable base caci.vm, and for t.he add i l. ioncil 
linii L'.cations that it contains. 

In view of the above amendinfints and remarks, Applicant 
rot;pecrt fully requc^tfr:; reconsideration and allowance of clc-.ima 1- 
.:i , i II Oil i 1: ion to t h e i:\ I r; e a d'/ a 1 .1 owed c 1 c\ i tm g 4 ■ 7 . 

R ft L-;p'3c t tu 1 X y subiiii t ted , 
chri:5T3:e, p^jikek e< hale, llp 


_1 o li/e^h i r ijf.-: I:: . ar\cj 
Reci^y Wo I AS,om._J 
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